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tical position. Whatever we may think of the way in which a writer like
Seitus explains the nature of the difference, the fact at least that his
succession refused to admit the genuine agnosticism of the Academics
has to be accounted for. I might even add that the view which he
regards as Academic would only be possible to persons who accepted an
essential Platonic doctrine. The Academic, he says, professes to know
that " assurance " is impossible. If this is oorrect, the New Academy
must have held at least the Platonic doctrine that there is no science of
yiyr6iupa.

A. E. TAYLOR.

Consciousness. By HBNBY RUTGERS MARSHALL, M.A., L.H.D. London,
1909. 8vo, pp. xv, «85. Price, 17s.

Nothing is more needed in psychology at present than careful considera-
tion of its fundamental conceptions, and a book on the subject from Mr.
Marshall's pen ia sure to be widely read, despite the growing difficulty of
his language. It would be no special compliment to a psychologist of Mr.
Marshall's distinction to say that his book deserves close study and is
full of good things. So much may be taken for granted : the important
question is whether his main positions are tenable. They do not appear
to me to be tenublo. Readers of MIND are already more or less familiar
with them, for a considerable part of this book is a reproduction of the
substance of arguments which Mr. Marshall has developed in recent num-
bers of MOID (e.y. N.S., Nos. 37, 44, 57, 61), and a lengthy exposition of
•them here is therefore unnecessary.

Mr. Marshall remarks in his Preface that a metaphysician might object
that his initial assumptions " involve metaphysiail considerations," and
this objection he tries to counter by the statement that metaphysical
problems are concerned with "complex conceptual systems " which are
" empliatic parts of my consciousness " (i.e. presentations) " when I turn
to their consideration ". Thus he regards the psychologist's problem as
" more general" than the metaphysician's, and so robs of its cogency the
claim which psychologists justly make, and which he makeaon pp. 271-
272, to be allowed to assume the existence of an objective order in the
same way in which it is assumed by ordinary thought or in any other
science. For that claim is admissible only if the psychologist remembers
that his study is not final, but starts from motaphynical presuppositions
which it is precluded from examining ; yet, so far is Mr. Marshall from
acknowledging this that, regarding psychology as the more general study,
he actually appends to his psychological analysis a chapter of Corollaries
in which he draws from it conclusions concerning responsibility, freedom,
and immortality. I t is not difficult to understand the impatience of some
metaphysicians with psychology when a writer of Mr. Marshall's eminence
can proceed in this fashion.

Nor does Mr. Marshall's analysis of consciousness seem to me at all
satisfactory, and on it the whole of his doctrine depends. By conscious-
ness he means very muoh what the ordinary person means by mind or
spirit—" psychic existence," as he calls it. The object of the analysis
is first of all to enumerate its " parts". Mr. Marshall uses spatial
metaphors so freely, and with so little reflection on their metaphorical
character, that the map of consciousness on page 6 quite suitably illus-
trates his position. In it appear two great regions of consciousness, (i.)
presentations, and(i:.) the self. Presentations include (i.) " the empirical
ego," and (ii.) objects. The self is the unpresented part of consciousness,
i.e. " the field of inattention ". Presentations are the "emphatic " p. -
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of consciousness at any moment, corresponding to emphatic activities in
the nervous system ; but, just as Mr. Marshall assumes, the nervous
system is always active to some extent in every part, so also, on the
assumption of " noetic-neururgic correspondence," consciousness must be
a system which includes much more than these " centres of emphasis,"
and the remainder, " the vast undiiferentiated mass," is the self. It
receives presentations and reacts upon them. Obviously it changes from
moment to moment, so that there is not really <i self, but a succession of
instantaneous selves, each of whioh is " new and unique ".

Thus thinking consists in the presentation of one " part " of conscious-
ness to another. When I think, e.g., of an " object in the outer world,"
the psychological account of the matter is that a " complex systematised
concept" is presented to and received by the "field of inattention," and, as
psychology is " more general " th in metaphysics, we are left to presume
that this is the last word about knowledge. Mr. Marshall does not seem
to see that he has fallen baok into all the old difficulties of the series that
somehow knows itself, and that by laying stress only on difference he has
abolished both knowledge and purpose. A doubt flashes at times across
the reader's mind, whether he is not ironical—whether he is not making
a covert attack upon the notion of " the stream of consciousness ". Yet,
as I said above, the book is in detail full of interesting and suggestive
passages.

The printer has occasionally treated the author unkindly. Thus,
on pages 10-11, jMtrctjn (three times), and, on page 94, "This is the
phenomena ".

T. L.

Mind and It* Disorder). A Text-book for Students and Practitioners.
By W. H. B. STODDART, M.D., F.R.C.P., Assistant Physician to
Bethlem Royal Hospital. With illustrations. London : H. K.
Lewis. Pp. xvi, 488.

This is one of the best text-books I hive yet seen. It is well adapted to
its primary purpose, namely, to "provide the student and practitioner
with a succinct account of our existing knowledge of mental diseases ".
The exposition is divided into three clean-cut parts : first, Normal Psy-
chology ; second, the Psychology of the Insane ; third, Mental Diseases.
This division enables the author to set forth in sequence the general
propositions of psychology, to empli&sise the special features of dis-
ordered 'mentation,' and finally to fit the practical examination and
treatment of the insane more or less systematically into a coherent sys-
tem. The first part, it is true, is somewhat dogmatic in statement and
tone ; but this is an incident of the method of the book rather than a
sign of a dogmatic attitude. When psychology has to be condensed into
a hundred pages,—these to include intelligible indications of the most
recent methods of research,—the dogmatic form is unavoidable. For-
tunately, the author, unlike many other writers on insanity, has clear
ideas of the limits of psychology and metaphysics. He frankly states his
chief pre-aupposition and goes forward : " According to the second, or
' interactionist' school (I am not sure that the designation is very con-
vincing), ' mind ' is not to be regarded as a ' thing,' but ' mentation' is
to be regarded as a process, having its physical basis in the brain. This
is the scientific view of the present day, which will be adopted in this
manual. Incidentally, it commits us to the view that insanity is a dis-
order of the process of mentation and therefore directly dependent upon
disease atfectiug the brain, either primarily or secondarily " (p. 2). And
again,—"that sensation is the essential attribute, the only essential
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